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CRITICAL AND HISTORICAL NOTES. 


THE POLITARCHS. 


It is a fact well known to New Testament scholars that the word 
mokitapxys found in Acts 17:6, 8 does not occur elsewhere in extant 
Greek literature, and has its only other vouchers in inscriptions. 
Grimm’s Lexicon of New Testament Greek refers to the inscription 
No. 1967 in Boeckh’s Corpus Inscriptionum Grecarum. Professor 
Thayer adds reference to Boeckh’s note and to Tischendorf, Prolego- 
mena, p. 86, note*. The note of Professor Gregory in Tischendorf 
reads as follows: “Vide de forma zoXderapyys Duchesne et Bayet, 
Mission au Mont Athos in libro Archives des missions sctentifiques, iii, 3, 
Parisiis a. 1876, p. 204 seqq. Inscriptionibus quattuor antea notis, in 
quibus bis zodur. bis woAar. habetur, addunt vv. cll. unam novam cum 
forma woAer. Preeterea invenies formam voderixov apud Boeckhium, 
Corp. inscr. Gr., vol. 1, p. 769, inscr. 1586, 1. 29.” In his Acta 
Apostolorum Blass says (p. 186): “wodurépyas Thessalonice rebus pre- 
fuisse docent inscriptiones, C. /. Gr. 1967, Duchesne, Archives des 
misstons, Ss. III. t. III. p. 204 sqq. in quibus vel sex vel quinque vel 
duo nominantur; it. in Macedonize oppidis ut Lete (Duch., Z ¢., 
Dittenberger, Syl/oge, nr. 247).” 

The purpose of this paper is to render more accessible to New 
Testament students than they now are these inscriptions— both those 
referred to above and some others of more recent discovery. The 
peculiar interest which these inscriptions have for New Testament 
scholars, as furnishing the only vouchers for the use of the word out- 
side of Acts 17:6, 8, the curious history of the one best known, the 
fact that books still in common use by students of the New Testament 
refer to this one as if it were the only voucher outside of Acts 17:6, 8 
for the word zoA:rdpyns,* and in some instances deduce erroneous 

*To mention only recent works, Wendt, in his edition of Meyer on Acts (1888), 
refers only to BoECKH, C. /. Gr., No. 1967, with the added remark: “ Bei A‘neas 
Tact. 26 findet sich roAlrapyos, im Classischen sonst 7roAlapyos.”” In the second volume 
on Acts, in the Zxfositor’s Bible, 1892, Mr. Stokes says (p. 300) that the inscription 
contained in Boeckh and the one found at Monastir contain the only instances of the 


word that have been discovered outside the passage in Acts. In his recent volume on 
St. Paul, the Roman Citizen and Traveller, Professor Ramsay speaks of the word 
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conclusions from the incorrect form in which this inscription appears 
in Boeckh, seem to justify the attempt to make a collection as nearly 
complete as may be of the inscriptions now known which contain 
either the noun zoA:tdpyns or the verb zoX:rapxéw. The writer does 
not claim that the collection is even now complete, but he has availed 
himself of all sources accessible to him in the effort to make it so. In 
the attempt to obtain a correct text of the inscriptions, and in the addi- 
tion of the bibliographical and chronological notes, free use has been 
made especially of the work of Duchesne referred to above in the 
quotations from Gregory and Blass, and for the history of the tran- 
scription of the famous inscription, Boeckh, C. /. Gr., 1967, of the 
article by W. S. W. Vaux referred to on p. 603. The recent work 
of Dimitsas, H MAKEAONIA tzo Mapyapirov I’. Anpiroa, 2 vols., Athens, 
1896, was published when the major portion of this paper was already 
written. It has been drawn upon both for further data about inscrip- 
tions already known and for the addition of those of which it gave me 
my first information. It will be observed that it contains nearly all 
the inscriptions here referred to. I am also indebted to Dr. J. H. 
Mordtmann, German consul at Thessalonica, for valuable suggestions 
made in writing, notably in respect to inscriptions V and XVI. A 
full list of the works (other than the familiar lexicons, etc.) on which 
the present article is based is given at the end of it. 


I. 


The first inscription to be considered, though not the oldest or 
intrinsically most important, was the earliest to be observed and is the 
best-known of all those that contain the word woAtrapyys or roAtTapyxew. 
It is from the inside of the arch which till 1876 spanned the Via 
Egnatia at its western entrance to the city of Thessalonica. This 
arch was known in the city as the Vardar gate. 


mwodirdpxns as the curious and rare title “given to the supreme board of magistrates 
at Thessalonica, as is proved by an inscription.” I have been unable to find any book 
on Acts or the life of Paul which states the facts quite fully and correctly. 

The passage containing zoAlrapyxos, referred to by Wendt, is as follows: AXneas 
Tacticus, Commentarius de toleranda obsidione 26, reads: dmrodéxovrar 5é tives Thd€° 
érayyed\onévwy Tivo, Kal KeXevdvrwy Tov moXlrapyxov, éav uy OAy meprodevay 51a PbBov 
Tivda H dppwotlav, Oéd\y 5é eldévar Tov uh PuAdoocorTa Kab’ Exdorny purakhy, TA45e rocety 
xp}. The three instances of woXlapxos cited by Liddell and Scott are these: Pind. 
Nem. vii. 125, ég wev oAlapyov ebwriuw rdrpg. Eur. Rhes. vs. 381. oxtpuvov @0pewas 
molapxov ldetv. Dio Cass. 40. 46. odxovy 086’ vraros otre orparnyos otre rodlapxds 
tls amas dueddEaro, d\X’ Avapkro. Kara Tovro mavredds of ‘Pwuator TA wpGra Tod érovs 


éyévorro. 
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TMOAEITAPXOYNTON:-SQSIMATPOY TOY KA[EO 
IATPAS KAI-AOYKIOY-HONTIOY SEKOYNAO[Y 
YIOY:-AYAOY-AOYIOY: SABEINOY AHMHTPIOY: TOY 
®AYSTOY-AHMHTPIOY TOY NEIKONOAEOS ZOQIAOY 
TOY ITAPMENIONOS TOY KAI MENISKOY AlOY- ATIAAHIO[Y 
ILOTEITOY - TAMIOY - THS - OAEOS- TAYPOY - TOY - AMMIAS 

TOY KAI PHTAOYI'YMNA SIAPXOYNTOS TAYPOY TOY TAYPO[Y 

TOY KAI PHTAOY 


The earliest transcription of it known to us is that of Bimardus; 
he furnished a copy to Muratori, who published it in his Novus The- 
saurus Inscriptionum, Milan, 1740, Vol. II, p. dxcv. In this tran- 
scription the third line is made to read. 

Tov PAaoviov YaBeivov Anuntpiov Tod 

In 1752 Pococke published in his /uscriptiones Antique Grece et 
Latine, p. 48, a transcription of it independent of that given by 
Muratori. He read the first three lines as follows: 

TIOAHTAPXOYNTOYI SOSIIIATPOY K(x) 
ITATPAS KAI AOYKIOY IIONTIOY SEKOYNAO(v) 
YIOY AYAOY AOYIOY SABEINOY AHMHTPIOY T 


The remaining lines contain variations from the true text as now 
recovered not less surprising than those of these lines. 
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In his Journal of a Voyage up the Mediterranean, published at 
London in 1826, Rev. Charles Swan gives a copy of the inscription 
more nearly correct than either that of Muratori or that of Pococke. 

Cousinéry, Voyage dans la Macédoine, Paris, 1831, Vol. I, p. 127, 
copied it even more accurately, closely approaching a perfect tran- 
scription. He expressed the opinion that the inscription belongs to 
the early period of the Roman empire, and most probably refers to 
the triumph of Octavius and Antony after the battle of Philippi. 

In his Corpus Inscriptionum Grecarum, Vol. II of which appeared in 
1833, Boeckh made no use of these later and, as now appears, more 
correct copies, but fell back upon Bimardus and Pococke, reproducing 
the inscription (No. 1967) in uncial type as follows : 


IIOAEITAPXOYNTON SO3ITATPOY TOY KAEO 
IITATPAS KAI AOYKIOY TIONTIOY SEKOYNAOY 
TOY AYAOY SAAOYIOY ZABEINOY AHMHTPIOY TO 
Y ®AYSTOY AHMHTPIOY TOY NEIKOTOAEQS ZO 
IAOY TOY ITAPMENIONO®S TOY KAI MENISKOY TAIOY ATIAAHIOY 
IIOTEITOY TAMIOY TH IOAEOQS TAYPOY TOY AMMIAS 
TOY KAI PHTAOY TYMNASIAPXOYNTOS TAYPOY TOY AY 
I TOY KAI PHTAOY 


To.this he adds the note: “Formam tituli dedi ex Pocockio, qui in 
hac re satis fidus esse solet, sed lectiones ex Bimardo, ubi contrarium 
non noto.” He then prints the inscription in common type as follows : 


TloXetrapxovvrwv Ywourdrpov rod KXeoratpas Kat 
Aovxiov Ilovriov Sexovvdou 

[II Jov[ BAC lov BAaoviov YaBetvov 

Anpytpiov tov Pavarou 

Anpntpiov tod NixordAcws 

Zwirov rod Tappevi] w|vos rod kat Mevioxov 

Taiov “AyAAntov Torefrov 

Tapiov tis réXews Tavpov rod ’Appias Tod cat ‘PyyAov 
yupvaciapxovvros Tavpov rov ‘A[ py. |ias rod Kat ‘PayAou 


Concerning the form ®daovov and the date of the inscription he 
remarks: ‘Ex corrupto Pocockii exemplo Flavii Sabini nomen inte- 
gravi. Titulus non antiquior Vespasiano videtur, ex cujus familia 
denominatus Flavius Sabinus.”’ The text which Boeckh thus obtained 
and which he contributed to make the standard text is now seen to 
include errors from each of those from whom he derived his material 
and from his own conjectural restorations. Particularly unhappy was 
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the erroneous introduction of the name TovBAiov PAaoviov on which 
Boeckh himself and after him others based an argument for the date 
of the inscription, maintaining that it could not be earlier than the 
Flavian emperors, hence not before 69 A. D. 

In 1835 Leake, who had visited Thessalonica in 1806, published 
at London his Zravels in Northern Greece, in which (Vol. III, p. 236) 
he gives a description of the arch, followed by a copy of the inscrip- 
tion which is in entire agreement with what is now accepted as the 
true text, save in the substitution of w for oin the word méAcos, and 
in a single false accent, the latter, of course, not a matter of tran- 
scription. 

In the Addenda et Corrigenda to his Corpus, issued without separate 
date, but evidently not earlier than 1835, referring to the transcription 
by Swan and Leake, Boeckh says: “ Swanius, vs. 3 init., habet YIOY- 
AYAOYAO - YIOY, fere ut Pocockius; et Leakius quoque diserte: 
viod, AvAov ’Aoviov SaPeivov. Que quum ita sint video jam et ipse esse 
tantum sex politarchas, nec primo reliquos ut putabam particula xaé 
interposita additos esse, sed primi nomen esse hoc: Swourdrpov tov KAco- 
matpas Kat Aovxiov Ilovriov Sexovvdov viov secundum vero nomen esse hoc: 
AvdAov ’Aoviov SaBeivov.”? Despite this retraction on Boeckh’s part of his 
former opinion that the inscription contains the names of seven poli- 
tarchs and that one of them was a Publius Flavius Sabinus, both 
Conybeare and Howson, and Lewin follow the opinion expressed by 
Boeckh in the body of his work, on the basis of Pococke and Bimardus 
only ; and even Heuzey in his A@tsston archéologique de Macédoine, pub- 
lished at Paris in 1876, more than forty years after the true text, so 
far as this matter is concerned, had been given by Cousinéry, Swan, 
Leake, and Boeckh’s Corrigenda, refers to the inscription as containing 
the name of Flavius (“ ... . magistrats en charge, dont l’un porte 
es noms de P. Flavius Sabinus, appartenant justement 4 la famille de 
Vespasien,” p. 272). 

Still another transcription of it, correct save in one letter (o being 
substituted for » in Tlappeviwvos), was given by Le Bas in his Voyage 
archéologique, Partie III, section vii, No. 1357. 

Yet it was not till 1866, thirty years after Leake had in fact given 
substantially the true text, that all room for difference of opinion was 


2In Vaux’s report of Boeckh’s statement he omits the words viof. . . . ’Aovlov, 
which constitute just one line in Boeckh, and (on the basis of this erroneous transcrip- 
tion of Boeckh?) wrongly attributes to him the retention of the name Publius Flavius 
in the text. 
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taken away. In that year Rev. David Morton, of Harleston rectory, 
Northamptonshire, England, obtained through Mr. Richard Wilkinson, 
British consul at Thessalonica, a photograph of the inscription zx sztu 
in the arch then still standing. This photograph Mr. Morton placed 
in the hands of W. S. W. Vaux, M.A., honorary secretary of the Royal 
Society of Literature, who published a full account of it with a wood- 
cut made from the photograph in the article mentioned above. The 
facsimile published in the present article was produced from a 
photograph obtained from England,‘ and probably made from the 
same negative from which the one used by Mr. Vaux was produced. 
In 1876, under the name of civic improvement, the arch was torn 
down. ‘Through the efforts of Rev. Peter Crosbie, a Scotch minister 
then and now resident in the city, seconded by Mr. Blunt, at that 
time British consul, the stone which contained the inscription, with the 
exception of five letters,> was rescued, and, being removed first to the 
British consulate, was afterward conveyed to the British Museum, 
where it now is.° 

On the basis of Le Bas and Vaux, the inscription was reproduced 


3“ Ona Greek Inscription from Thessalonica,” Z7ramsactions of the Royal Society 
of Literature, Second Series, Vol. VIII (1866), pp. 525 ff. 

4¥For the use of this photograph I am indebted to the courtesy of my colleague, 
Professor I. M. Price, Ph.D. From it was also produced the facsimile published in 
the Azdlical World, July, 1896, p. 15. The reading Xwdov in 1]. 4, defended in that 
article, is, I am now persuaded, incorrect. 

5 The five viz. which are underlined in the printed copy on p. 600. These, it will 
be observed, were not on the same stone with the rest. 

Under date of April 24, 1878, Rev. David Morton, above referred to, wrote a 
letter— published in the Northampton Herald (England)— in which, after referring 
to a previous communication of his to the same paper, dated July 24, 1866, and men- 
tioning that he had in 1866 obtained from Thessalonica and furnished Mr. Vaux the 
photograph of the inscription on which the latter based his article, he transcribes the 
following letter of Mr. Barker, acting British consul at Thessalonica, dated Salonica, 
December 26, 1877: “The marble slab, of which you enclosed a photograph, was 
saved from destruction by the Rev. Peter Crosbie, missionary to the Jews in this city ; 
the adjoining slab you mention, with the five letters on it, was also rescued, and placed 
behind the other slab at a distance from the arch, which was being demolished. It 
happened very unfortunately that the late consul here, Mr. Blunt, sent men to bring 
the slab to his house, not knowing the existence of the long piece behind it. Mr. 
Crosbie was absent, and the piece was lost, carried away with the other materials to 
build a quay. As soon as the loss was discovered much search was made to no pur- 
pose, and there is now not the least chance of its being recovered, because it was a 
long, narrow piece and must have been used in making the quay, and is under 
water.” Ina private letter of December 8, 1896, Mr. Crosbie himself tells the story 
of the rescue of the inscription in language similar to that of Mr. Barker. 
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by M. Duchesne in the Archives des missions scientifiques et littératres, 
Série III, Vol. III, pp. 204 f., Paris, 1876. 

From the marble itself it has also been published by C. T. 
Newton, Aznctent Greek Inscriptions in the British Museum, Part II, 
London, 1883, chap. ii, No. cLxx1. It is likewise included by C. G. 
Curtis in his article, ‘’Eacypadai év Maxedovia ovAXeyeioa,”” published in 
1886, in the Proceedings of the Constantinople Syllogos, ‘O év Kwvorav- 
tivouTréAe ‘EAAnviKos PiroAoyiKds SvAAoyos, tapdptyua tov IZ’ ropov, pp. 
153-68; and finally by Dimitsas in his MAKEAONIA, p. 422, inscr. 364 
(Athens, 1896). 

For some remarks on the date of this inscription, see under inscr. III. 


Il? 


Booa 

al v |Ovraros 
Aatopias érdnalev eis Tov 

Kaicapos valdv ? 
emi tepéws Kai aywv|obérov ai- 
toxpatopos Kaical pos @eod 
viod SeBaoro[d . . 
ws Tod NecxordA[ews iepéws ? 
d& rdv Gedy dul[dexa ... . 
mov’ ‘Popuys dé «lat SeBacrrod 
Hiepyetav’ Netx[ oroAews Tov 
Tlapapovov 

TloAatal pxowvrwv 
Avoyévous tol v 
Kiéwvos rod If... . 
Zona trou KoA... . 
EvAdvépov rod... . 
IIpwroyévous [Tov 
TOU Kal mpooTar| ov 
Tov épyov’ Tap[iov THs mdAEws 
Sdowvos t[ ov 

“A pxet éx[ Tovos 
Avovucio[v tov . . . 


7In the inscription the first four lines and the last line were in larger characters 
than the rest. 
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This inscription is one of three Thessalonica inscriptions given by 
M. Duchesne in the Archives des misstons sc. et litt., pp. 207 f., as not 
previously published. Its size and location are thus described by him: 
“Fragment de stéle o”.70 sur 0.25 dans les démolitions de la porte 
Kalamari.’”’ The stone is now apparently irrevocably lost. The Kala- 
mari gate was torn down at the same time as the arch which bore our 
inscription No. I, and the material used, Mr. Crosbie states, for the 
construction of the submarine wall. In a letter from Dr. Mordtmann, 
written in December, 1896, he says: ‘I know perfectly well the inscrip- 
tion given by Bayet-Duchesne. I remember that in time I made 
researches to find it, as the reading given by the French archeolo- 
gists is not very satisfactory, but it seems that the stone has been lost, 
at least I could never find it; it may have been employed, as so many 
other stones, in the works of the mole. At Constantinople it does not 
exist.” The inscription is reprinted from Duchesne in Dimitsas, p. 
427, No. 376. 

The text here given is Duchesne’s and includes in brackets his 
conjectural restorations. Respecting some of these restorations he 
expresses considerable doubt himself.’ But these doubts do not affect 
the value of the inscription for our immediate purpose. It is clear 
that in this inscription, concerning whose relation to Thessalonica 
there seems to be no doubt, and which is definitely assigned by its own 
text to the reign of Augustus, the politarchs are five in number. We 
shall have occasion to make further use of this fact after we have 
examined the next inscription. 


III. 
[trép cwrnpias 
. abtox|pdtopos Kaicapos Tir[o]v Aidi[ov] “Aspe 
avod Avrwveivov SeBacrod HiceBots Swripos xai 
aiwviov dia|uovys Kat M. AipyAiov Oijpov Kaicapos 
Kal Tov otkov|] Tov SeBaorwv xai tepas cuvKAnTov Kal 
Syuov ‘Pw laiwv, eidévar émeteAccOnodueva Kuvyyea 
Kat povopjaxias Hépos tpioiy éx diabyxav “Epevvi- 
as... . jas Iomavns, kata Ta yevoueva bd THs Kpatio- 
tys BovA|is kat rod Oypov Yydicpara, dua Tov wepl 
TiBépov | KAavdtov Kptorov tov dpxvepéa roAetapx- 
8 Mordtmann suggests the following restoration of ll. 10, 11: ‘Pwuns 6é x[al 


auykAHrov ‘Pwyalwy evepyerdv, etc. (cf No. V). In]. 21 he would read: dpxerexroby- 
Tos, asin V. 
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ovvtwy| “AzodXoddpov, Meppiov, Kparépov, ‘Povdov 

. ov, Mapxov tov Arowndovs. “Apkerar 8& Ta Kuv7- 
ya Kal | wovowaxiar TH po i xadavddv dmperiwv, ‘EAA?- 
ves Elavdixod Sevrépa, rod Oro erovs. Ebruyetre. 


‘Ex |i rovrev mpdtus 7xOn. 


This inscription was first published by Le Bas in his Voyage arché- 
ologique en Greéce et en Asie Mineure, Paris, 1847-77, Partie III, section 
vii, No. 1359. Heuzey, who describes it as “‘encastrée dans une con- 
struction dépendante de la mosquée de Moharem Pacha-Tabak,”’ 
recopied it and reédited it in his M/tsszon archéologique, Paris, 1876, 
p. 274, No. 112. The copy given above is taken from Heuzey, from 
whom also the text is reproduced by Duchesne® in the Archives des 
missions, p. 205. Hogarth transcribed it in 1887 and published it in 
the Journal of Hellenic Studies of the same year in an article entitled 
‘Inscriptions from Salonica.” He found the stone, not in the 
Moharem where Heuzey had seen it, but “in the courtyard of the 
Konak,” and as he says ‘‘a good deal weather-worn and broken on 
the left side.” He describes the inscription as on a limestone slab 75° 
high and 45™ broad; inscribed in fairly neat letters 25"™ high. His 
transcription of it is as follows: 

"Ext abroxpatop jos Tlé |rov AiAc[ ov] ’ASpr- 
avod Avrwvivov Ei|ceBots Swrfp[o|s Kai 
Mépxov Aidiov Atpn|Aiov Oiyp[o]v Kaicapos 
Kata émitaynv THS| tepas ovyKAnTov Kai 
Tov Onpov a azote |AcoOnoomeva Kvvyyi{ a 
] ek diabyKwv ‘Epevvi[ ov 


| bro rhs Kpatio- 


TNS |]. . ba ray repr 
px |vepéa TloAecrapy[ ovvr- 
wv ] .. Kparépov “Povdov 
"Ap&erau 5€ Ta Kuvy- 
yea. ] ‘Ay[e]orrciwr (?) ‘EXAy . . 
vids (?) |. . (e)bruxetr(e) 


The differences between this text and that of Heuzey, together with the 
fact that Heuzey found his inscription in the Moharem, and Hogarth 
his in the courtyard of the Konak, lead Dimitsas to treat the two as 
distinct inscriptions, so far at least as to copy Heuzey’s under No. 


9Duchesne, however, reads émiredeoOnodueba in |. 6, but without comment; so 
that the change is perhaps unintentional. 
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365 (p. 424) and Hogarth’s under No. 369 (p. 429). But he remarks 
(p. 430): “Avrn époia paiverat wor TH mpoavaypapeion tia dp. 2 (365) nv 
mAnpyn eOnpooievoev 6 Heuzey . . . . adyerai tis va brobéon H Gti GAH eoriv 
avTn, €xovoa Gpoiav TH mponyoupevyn trdbecw, 7 OTL 6 AiBos exeivos peTnVvexXOn 
€x Tov Tlapiov Tov Moyxapap zracra eis 76 OuorkynTypiov Kat KATA THV [MLETAKOMLOLY 
That the latter is by all means 
the more probable view, and that we have here simply two copies of 
one inscription, seems clear when we observe that the (right-hand) 
terminations of the lines agree entirely, and indeed that practically 
the only differences in the two texts are in that somewhat more of the 
left side of the stone was lost when Hogarth copied it than when 
Heuzey saw it, and that the two scholars differed somewhat in their 
restoration of the missing parts. Heuzey’s text seems to be at every 
point preferable, unless it be at the beginning, where it is doubtful 
whether either is right. According to Dimitsas, p. 430 (where, by the 
way, he apparently misinterprets Duchesne), P. Papageorgios testifies 
from personal examination that in line 2 (Heuzey’s line 3) the next to 
the last word is clearly owrnpias, not Swrypos. In that case probably 
the inscription should begin with tzép, governing this owrnpias, instead 
of either éxi or tzép cwrnpias. 

Besides the mention of the politarchs, this inscription affords us 
further information concerning the political constitution of Thessa- 
lonica by the reference to the djpuos (cf Acts 17:5) and the BovAy. 

Like the preceding inscription this one also is dated, and indeed 
even more definitely. It belongs to the reign of Cesar Titus 4lius 
Adrianus Antoninus Augustus (Antoninus Pius), and Marcus Aurelius, 
and to the year 289 (of Macedonia), z. ¢., 143 A. D. In this inscrip- 
tion, as in the one from the Vardar gate, now in the British Museum, 
the politarchs are six in number. And this fact suggests the possibil- 
ity of determining approximately the date of this latter inscription. 
Since, according to the Kalamari gate inscription, there were five 
politarchs in the reign of Augustus, and since in 143 A. D. there were 
six, it seems probable that the undated Vardar gate inscription with 
its six politarchs lies on the hither side of the reign of Augustus, or 
at least of that part of it from which the Kalamari gate inscription 
comes.” This, to be sure, is not very definite. But it seems to be the 
most definite evidence that we- have. The argument which made it 
subsequent to the year 69 A. D. was based on the supposed occurrence 


9 , \ 3 \ , V9 , ” 
COpaicOn Td apiorEepov pépos Kal ameKOrn. 


7° Mordtmann, however, says: “I am not quite convinced that six rod:rdpxat are 
mentioned ; one could arrange the names so that only five are to be found; for 
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in it of the name Publius Flavius, and fell wholly to the ground when 
the inscription was read correctly and found not to contain this name 
at all. The suggestion that it commemorated the battle of Philippi 
was pure conjecture. The argument from the number of the poli- 
tarchs seems to be of more weight, and to show that the inscription is at 
any rate later than the year 30 B. C., and may be as late as 143 A. D., 
or even later. As long ago as 1835 Leake wrote: ‘The monument 
could never have been very magnificent, and appears hardly worthy 
of the time of Antony and Octavius, to which it is attributed by 
Beaujour, who supposes it to have been a triumphal memorial of the 
victory of Philippi. Nor does an inscription below the arch... . 
seem to favour his opinion, as the names are chiefly Roman, which they 
would hardly have been at so early a period” (Zravels in Northern 
Greece, London, 1835, Vol. III, p. 236). Duchesne (p. 211) regards it 
as probably of the Antonine period. 


IV. 


TloArtapxovvtwv 
’Apirrapyouv Tov Apiorapxov, Nuxiov Tov 
@codwpov, Hevveod tov Supiov, 
@codwpov rod ’"Evrvxyov, Anpuyr piov 
Tov ’Avreyovov, Tapiov THs 7 dAEws 
SriABwvos rod Avovycodpavor| s 
Atovyc ddwpos ’AcKAnmoddp| ov 
TO ypappatoprrAdkiov THs 7OAl ews 


This inscription is the most recently discovered of all those from 
Thessalonica. It was found by Dimitsas in the office of the Educa- 
tional Syllogos of Thessalonica, and published for the first time in his 
recent volume on Macedonia, p. 428, inscr. 368. He dates it con- 
jecturally, on the basis of the writing and the character of the names, 
for the early part of the first or second century of the Roman domin- 
ion, that is, apparently between 168 B. C. and the Christian era. In 
form it strongly resembles our No. I. In the number of politarchs, 
five, it agrees with our No. II, which is by its own dating definitely 
assigned to the reign of Augustus. If the general line of reasoning 
adopted concerning the date of No. I is correct, it would tend also to 
instance, so as to make the name of the second politarch: Aulus Avius Sabinus 
Demetrius, son of Faustus.” Such a reading, if established, would yield us the 
chronological conclusion “the other side of Antoninus Pius,” instead of ‘this side of 
Augustus.” 
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assign this inscription to about the period indicated by Dimitsas, or at 
least to some time preceding the year 143 A. D. 

The statement of Dimitsas respecting the inscription is as follows: 
“<“H émiypady avrn, yeypappevn em pappapivyns mAaKds, pHKOS pev ExovoNS EvOS 
peérpov, wAdtos bt 14, viv TO mp@Tov Sypocreverar. Evpov 8 airy év ry oikia. 
tov TI’. Badeddov, év0a 7d ypadetov rod Direxzaidevtixod SvAAdyov Oevcado- 

4 3 f N , “A 4 4 3 , de 70 , \ 
vikns. "EK rivos 8€ pépous THs TOAEws peTyvexOn ev Tatrn, dev ndvvnPnv va 
2 f ’ M4 4 4 € , A , 
éEaxpiBwoow. "Ev tavty pyvnuovevovrat 5 woAuTdpxat, 6 Tapias THs TOAEWS, 
Avovucddwpés tis Kal TO ypappatopvAdKiov avTHs, OEP KATA TPOTOV arHVTHTA. 
> a , XY € ¢€ , 3 A \ 09 4 2 \ 3.4 ‘ , ‘ 
évrav0a. Tis d¢ 7 tmd0ects adrys Kai els Tolav éroxnv avyKke, dev Sivayar va 
dpiow. ‘Os €k Tod xapaxrTHpos Guws TOV ypappatwv Kal TOV Kupiwv é6vonaTur, 

4 5 a“ > 7 9 wl 9 a a.) / 2A A ¢ 
mavtwv Maxedovixay, eixalw ort mpoiov éort Tov a’ 7 B’ ai@vos THs ‘PwpatoKpa- 

ld 9 9 9 e 4 5) , 9 ® 9» la 3 N e 
tias. Avry 8 éorw 4 méurtyn émcypady, év 7 avadépovrat GvopacTi ai dpxat 


THS TOAEWwS oF TOALTAapyaL.”’ 


V. 


ATIEAAATO 
AISAPOSESI 
MAIONEYE 

WOAITAPX 

OYMAPKOY 
IY. SIOYMEI 

THS.\ TAA 
XITEKONOYNTO 


In an article by M. l’Abbé Belley entitled “ Observations sur l’his- 
toire et sur les monuments de la Thessalonique,” published in Azstozre 
des inscriptions, Tom. XX XVIII, p. 125 (1770-72), he says: “On trouve 
encore le nom de Politarche sur les marbres de cette ville: on lit sur 
un fragment le nom d’un Marcus — Iodurdpxov Mdpxov. Cette inscrip- 
tion et plusieurs autres ont été envoyées de Thessalonique en 1746, 
par M. Germain, Consul de France.” In 1833, when Boeckh published 
the second volume of his Corpus Inscriptionum Gracarum, he knew 
of these inscriptions only through Belley’s work. After referring to 
four of them, including the one now under consideration, he adds (p. 
52): “Ceteras quattuor desidero; neque ex Parisiis reperiri potuerunt, 
etsi non defuit amicorum cura intentissima.’’ M. Duchesne says: 
“J’ajoute qu’ils ne figurent pas dans le catalogue du Louvre édité par 
M. Frohner.” ‘Thus the inscription seemed to be wholly lost with the 
exception of the two words preserved by Belley. Germain’s manuscript, 
however, had not, in fact, been destroyed. A scholar of Avignon, 
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Calvet by name, into whose hands it had in some way come, bequeathed 
it to the library of that city, which acquired it in 1810. In 1892 M. 
Labande published a Catalogue sommaire des manuscrits de la bibliothéeque 
de la ville d’ Avignon, in which there appears under No. 1377 the fol- 
lowing entry: ‘‘ Germain de Marseille, MSS. sur les antiquités, inscrip- 
tions, médailles, etc., xviii® siécle, Papier, 384 feuillets.”” Fol. 281-96 
of this manuscript contain, ‘Inscriptions prises sur les marbres 
antiques qui se trouvent dans la ville de Salonique, par le Sr. Jean 
Baptiste Germain.” From these pages H. Omont published in the 
Revue archéologique, 1894, pp. 196-214, an article entitled ‘‘Inscrip- 
tions grecques de Salonique,” in which he has reproduced such infor- 
mation concerning the Thessalonica inscriptions as had not already 
become common property by the investigations of those who have 
visited Thessalonica since Germain’s day. Under No. 38, p. 213, of 
Omont’s article we find the long missing inscription. It has been 
reproduced by Dimitsas in his MAKEAONIA, as No. 738, p. 596. 
Not much, however, can be made out from it except that it evidently 
contained the names of one or more politarchs, and that one of them 
was called Mdpxos. Belley’s reference to it as containing the words 
woXdttapxov Mdpxov is strictly correct only on the assumption that the 
fourth and fifth lines are nearly or quite complete as they stand. But 
this is scarcely possible in view of the unintelligibility of the pre- 
ceding and following lines as they now are. Letters are certainly 
lost from one side or the other, probably from both. In that case 
the ov at the beginning of |. 5 is probably not the continuation of 
the woArrapy- of 1. 4, but of some other word. We cannot, therefore, 
say whether we should read zoAurapyov, or rodrTapxwv, rodtTapxovvTos, 
Or wodttapyowrwy. Nor do we know whether what preceded Madpxov 
was a part of the name of this Mdpxos, or that of another politarch, or 
whether another name followed that of Mdpxos.* How many politarchs 
Thessalonica had at the date of this inscription we cannot gather 
from it ; nor, indeed, do we know its date. 
™ Since the above was written and put in type, Dr. J. H. Mordtmann has kindly 
sent me his restoration of the text, which is as follows: 
éri apxtepéws] "AmweX\NG TO... . 
Geot K]alcapos Z[eBacrot cal 
‘Pauns kai cvykd}jrou ‘Pw)]pyalwy eve[pyerav 
mwoNtTapxov[vrwy 
(probably two names or) Tov mepi. . . . | ov Mdpxou 
” Ato] vuctou 
Tautou 5¢] ris [rd] A[ ews 
ap|xtrexrovvro[s 
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VI.” 
grovs 0° YeBacrod rod cat Bop 
abtroxpatopt TiBepiw KAavdiw 
Kaioapt SeBaoreo Teppavixw 
apxtepi Snpapyixns éLovoias 
TO TéTApTOV, UrdTw arrodEdtypEevy 
TO TérapTov, a’ToKpdTopt TO GySoov 
TaTpt warpioos 4 7OALts woALTap- 
XowTwv 
Neixnparov Tov @coda, 
“HpaxAeidov tod Anpntpiov 
éryweAntod Mevdvdpov rod 
IleAnyetvou 


This inscription was published first by M. Vidal-Lablache in the 
Revue archéologique, 1869, Vol. 20, N.S., p.62. It iswritten on a marble 
slab seen by Lablache in the court of a house in Thessalonica. It 
was also copied by Hogarth, his transcription agreeing substantially 
with that of Lablache, and was published in the article mentioned 
above, Journal of Hellenic Studies, Vol. VIII (1887), p. 360. Hogarth 
found it on the property of M. Bitzo, a dragoman in the employ of 
the British consulate-general, probably in the same place in which 
Lablache saw it. Duchesne copied it from Lablache, publishing it in 
the Archives, p. 206. Dimitsas also publishes it, p. 425, inscr. 366. 
A photograph of it sent by Mr. Crosbie to Dean Stanley is now in the 
British Museum. The copy given above follows Lablache and Duchesne. 

This inscription is of special interest because of its date. It is of 
the year “76 of Augustus, which is also 192,” @. ¢.,in the year 76 
reckoned from the Augustan era, the year 192 reckoned from the 
older Macedonian era, 146 B.C.“ This brings us to the year 46 

'2 The numeral characters in the first line are quite differently represented by the 
various copyists, though there seems to be no difference of opinion as to their mean- 
ing. The original reads ZEBAZZTQ in the third line, the extra Z being an engraver’s 
error. Hogarth reads drodedevryyévy in the fifth line. 

3 Vidal-Lablache thus describes its location: ‘‘ Selonzgue—Sur une plaque de 
marbre déposée dans la cour de la maison Mpithos dans le quartier grec.” Dimitsas 
writes the name Mrirfos. 

™ A similarinstance of double dating is seen in other inscriptions from Thessalonica. 
See, ¢. g.. BOECKH, C. /. G., 1970, copied also by LE BAs (Voyage archéologigue, Partie 
III, section 7, No. 1386), and by DUCHESNE, Mission, etc., p. 228, inscr. 37, M. ‘Iotduos 
*Epufs ‘IovAlae Teprig TD yuvaikt éavrod kal "Toul ‘Epmavy Ty Ovyarpl (Gow (p. fdoats) 
éroler, €rous s-rp, Too Kai Br. See also DUCHESNE, p. 216, and HEUZEY, op. cit., pp. 
274 Seg. 
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A. D. as the year of the inscription, into the very midst, therefore, of 
the New Testament period, less than a decade before Paul first came 
to Macedonia. 

Another noteworthy fact about this inscription is that it contains 
the names of but two politarchs, who are, moreover, all that the 
inscription ever contained, and are spoken of as if they constituted 
the full number. Both Duchesne and Hogarth, as well as Dimitsas, 
assume that this inscription belongs to Thessalonica and pertains to 
the Thessalonian politarchs. Were it so, we should have the strange 
fact that in the reign of Augustus Thessalonica had five politarchs, in 
the middle of the second century had six, and yet in the year 46 A. D., 
intermediate between these other two periods, had but two. But, in fact, 
it does not seem to be clear that this is a Thessalonica inscription. To 
be sure, everyone who has copied it has seen it in Thessalonica, and it 
has certainly been there since 1869. But it is entirely evident from 
the statements of all that it is not z# sz¢u. It rests on the open veranda 
of the courtyard of a private house. This, together with the fact that 
inscriptions are so often moved from their original position, that this 
one does not contain the name Thessalonica or anything to connect 
it with that city, and the difficulty in the way of assigning it to Thes- 
salonica created by the number of the politarchs mentioned, are enough 
certainly to create a strong suspicion against this assumption. But 
we are not left to mere inference. Under date of December 8, 1896, 
Rev. Peter Crosbie writes me as follows: ‘The slab bearing the 
inscription to which you refer .... is still in the possession of the 
Bitzo family. Bitzo pére is dead, but Bitzo fils tells me his father 
picked it up among the débris of a dilapidated roadside fountain at a 
village called Apostolo on the site of Pella—distant some 8 hours 
from this place [Thessalonica]—say 24 miles. In all probability it 
belonged to Pella in the days of its decadence.” 

In view of this definite testimony it seems clear that this inscription 
ought not to be included in those which testify to the existence of the 
office of politarch in Thessalonica. One cannot but feel a passing 
regret that an inscription of the year 46 A. D. and now in Thessalo- 

I owe the clue which followed led to this definite information to Rev. L. C. 
Barnes, D.D., of Pittsburgh. He visited Thessalonica in 1892, made a copy of the 
inscription perfectly identifying the stone with that copied by Lablache and Hogarth. 
This he kindly placed at my disposal, together with a memorandum made in his note- 
book at the time to the effect that Mr. Crosbie told him that the inscription came 


from outside the city. A letter to Mr. Crosbie elicited the more definite information 
given above. 
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nica does not really refer to that city. But if it is so, there are com- 
pensations. In taking it from Thessalonica we add it to those which 
attest the existence of this same office in Macedonia outside of Thes- 
salonica. If Mr. Crosbie’s conjecture is correct that it came from 
Pella, it enables us to say that in the middle of the first century in the 
ancient capital of Macedonia the office of politarch was in existence, 
there being two of these officials, instead of five or six as in Thes- 
salonica. 


VII. 


, , 
"Erovs 6’ xai x : Tlavypov x 
, 
Antaiwy ot modutdpyxat, tpoBovAcvoape- 
3 
vov tov Bovrevtav, eizav’ “Exet Mdapxos “Avnos ITo- 
mXiov vids, dvyp KaAds Kal ayabds, drootaXels Tapias v- 
Q A , a ¢ , 2_N \ \ , 4 
76 Tov Sypov Tov “Pwpaiwy éxi Ta Kata Maxedoviay mpdypa- 
N \ 2 a A 4 id 5 i“ 
Ta Kal TOV avwTepoy pev xpovov mavTa duTeTeAEKev 
THv apxnv mpoiordpevos THY Te Kata KoLVOv macw Make- 
, , , ‘Oy / a 
ddow cuvpepdvtwy, wrAEloTyv Sé Tpdvoiay rrolovpevos TOV 
4 4 
Suahepdvrwy Kar’ idtav THe qperépar wore omovdyns Kal dido- 
ld 2 AN > 4 
Tipias ovBey évleimwv . ww wel 
, ‘ ; , 
avaypapynvar 8& TO Whpiopa Kal Tov orépavoy eis 
atnAyv AWivnv Kat TeOjvar THs ayopas év Ta. emaveoTwTdTw TOrWL TpO- 
voyPévrwy THs Te dvaypapyns Tov Wyndicpatos Kal THs avabécews THS oTN- 
“~ A A a , > 
Ays TOV TE ToALTAPXOV Kal TOV THS ToAEWS Tapiov. ‘“HEzeyxe.porov7Oy 
»” N , , , N > 2 N “A “A 
érouvs & xai x’, Tlavjpov x, Kal eip€Onoav mpecBevtal tov Bovrevrdv 
> > > 
Adatos “Adaiov, Avowvy PiArdtov, “Apwras Atéovs. 


In this inscription, of which we have printed only the beginning 
and the end, omitting thirty-four lines and parts of two others from 
the middle, the word zod:rdpyxys, it will be observed, occurs twice. It 
was found at a village called Aivati (‘AiBarc), four hours north of 
Thessalonica. A squeeze of it was furnished by one Hadji-Thomas 
to Duchesne, who published it first in the Revue archéologique, 1875 
(I), and then, after revision of the text by E. Miller, in the Archives, 
p. 278. It is also printed in Dittenberger, Sy/loge Inscriptionum Gre- 
carum, Leipzig, 1888, Pars Prior, No. 247, p. 360, and most recently 
by Dimitsas in his MAKEAONIA, p. 566, inscr. 675. Respecting its 
date Duchesne says (p. 286): ‘‘Le décret est daté du 20 Panémos de 
an 29. On connait en Macédoine deux éres, l’une partant de |’an 
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146, l’autre de l’an 30 avant Jésus-Christ. Toutes deux commencent 
en octobre, avec le mois Dios. Le 20 Panémos correspond donc au 
commencement de juillet de l’an 117° ou de l’an 1 avant Jésus-Christ. 
Entre ces deux éres, nous devons choisir la premiére: les dates sui- 
vant la seconde sont généralement accompagnées de la mention €ros 
XeBaorov; la paléographie, l’absence du cognomen dans les noms des 
personnages romains, l’ensemble des faits ne laissent d’ailleurs aucune 
incertitude.”’ 

This inscription, therefore, shows us the term politarch in use out- 
side of Thessalonica, and before the Christian era. It is the oldest of 
these inscriptions which contains its date within itself. 


VIII. 


ETOYS ZO[T] AAE .. . OY[3] 
THS IIOAEQS MOAITAP 
XOYNT[ON] TON IIEPI EAI 

ON IIEAOYKAION KAI Al - 
APON E@HBAPXOYNTOS 
IOYAIOYEOP .. TA. ©. BOI 
OI1YNO[TJE.. AI. . ENO[I] 


(Twenty undecipherable lines are omitted here) 


AYPHAIOS ITAPAMONOS 


AYPHAIO3 ZOSIMOS 
AYPHAIOZ AMIANOZ 


This inscription is from the church of Haya Paraskevi at Vodhena 
(Edessa). It is derived by Duchesne from "Ex@eous rhs xara rHv érapyxiav 
BodevOv dtavoyntixns avamrrvgews, Constantinople, 1874. The epigraphic 
peculiarities of it, the round sigma and epsilon, and the square sigma, 
are not reproduced in the copy here given. The letters bracketed in 
the uncial copy are Duchesne’s conjectural corrections of the transcrip- 
tion from which he worked. The forms displaced are, in |. 1 ZOM, 
OYTI, in 1. 3 TOE, inl. 7 TE, NO. Duchesne (p. 298) restores the text 
as follows: 

"Erous Colt] dAe[ ud Jovo[ ys | 
rijs Toews ToALTAp- 
xXowvTwy Tay mepi (At)AL- 
ov ITedouxatov Kau] xi- 
Atov? | épyBapxodtvros 

6 Dittenberger calculates the date as 118 B. C. 
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‘TovAtov . 2... ep Bor 
ot broye|l yp jaf pp Jévor 


AvpnAtos Lapapovos 
AipyAws Zworpos 
Adpyrtos “Ap p |ravds 


The inscription is reprinted by Dimitsas on p. 34, inscr. 2. He 
regards the reading KaxiNoy as very doubtful, and with good reason, 
it would seem. He quotes Bormann as reading Kdooaydpoy instead, 
which certainly better accounts for the beginning of the next. line. 
Bormann also reads Idiov instead of Atdtov, making the name of the 
chief politarch T'dios He8ouxatos Kdcav8pov, which Mordtmann also accepts. 

Respecting the date of the inscription, Duchesne says: ‘‘La date 
ZOM, qui n’est pas intelligible, pourrait se corriger en ZOE, ZOT, ou 
ZOY, ce qui donnerait, suivant l’ére Chrétienne, 131, 231, OU 331. 
Cette derniére descend trop bas; entre les deux autres, je me suis 
décidé pour 231 4 cause de la fréquence du nom Aurélius.” 


IX. 


Tlapa Pirtrmov tod ToowWirrov, ‘Opéorov 

a~ 3 A 
tov Opéorov, Updvov rot Aixivov, tov dmoxXr- 
pulevrwv mpoédpwv, Sdypatos dvaypapy* Ty IA 
tov Aaiwiov pyvos, tov T-M-3 érovs, trav 
mept BapoApov ®irtrmov év Aeppidrw troXt- 
Tapxav cuvayayovrwy To BovAevTypLoy, 
kat Pitwvos Tod Kovwvos zoucapévov do- 
yous mept Overtiov Pirwvos tov Geiov, 
Kal mpocayyeiAavTos Ort Kal mpwynv THY éavTOdD 7ra- 

, 2 , , ‘ A a3QXN a 
Tpida éreipnoe peydAws Kal TeAEVT@Y OVE THS 
Kata THY BovAjv reyns ypeAyoev add’ adinow 
airy Kata duadykny A’, A®, éd’ w ex Tov Kart’ é 
vuavTov €€ a’Tav yewouevwy ToKwv, 
W<pav ayovoa Overriov BwAravod éopra- 
ClLov EVWXNTAL TH TpodeKaTETTapwV 
karavdav NoepBpiwv: edokev ty BovdAy 

\ A 3 A 4, A , 
THY TOD avdpos TEepvoTyTa Kat BovAnotr 

3 4 3 , nn e b] 3 A 
amrooecacOa é€ri Te Tais Ur’ avTOv KaTa 


mv SiabyKynv yeypappevais aipéoerw, 
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To T’ apyvpiov AaPely Kai Kat’ évavTov ayew 
Tyv tov Overriov Bwravod éoptacysov éx 

TOV TOKWY Bepav Kal p.yTE TOV mpoyeypaypme- 
vou KeaAaiov dravarioxey Te eis Erépav 
Xpetav, pyre TOD Kar’ évavTov ywopevov To- 
kov, GAX’ ws 6 Bors Birwy HOeAnoe, TOT’ ap- 
yupiov yprOunoaro Kat mapeAaBev 6 éryredAr- 
THs TOV THS BovAns Syvapiwv AovKios 
Aovuxpyrios TLovdys. 


Variant Readings — 


l. 2, D. Ipeduov. H. Iapapddov. C. Mpauévov =Tapapuévov: D. rod ’Adxalov. H. 
Tov M[t ?]xtvovu : 

1. 3, H. rp[o]édpwv: D. dvaypady: D. rpirg. H. rg 7’. C. 79 71: 

l. 4, D. 246 (reading F instead of I): 

1, 5, D. BAlSpor(:). H. BA.. Spor: 

1. 7, H. ronoapévov : 

1. 8, H. wep[?] (orig. HEPN): D. Dim. M. Overriov. (C. refers to his inscription 
XXXII, which contains the name M. Overrlo(v) birwvos): 

l. 9, H. Dim. rpocavyel\avros : H. rpav: 

1. 10, D. érlunee: 

l. 11, D. 7° éuyy (but orig. 2): H. Dim. ddjxev: 

1. 12, D. Snvdpia 530 (orig. \/ A®). H. (a leaf-like character followed by ag’ < 
(orig. <J- A @<): 

1. 14, H. Bwddvov : 
. 15, D. edwxjoa: 
. 21, H. BwAdvov : 
. 25, D. H. Dim. 46éAnoev : 
. 28, D. Adp#ruos (but orig. AOTKPHTIOZ). 


Inscription IX was first discovered in 1862 (Pappadopoulos says 
1863) by a Greek named G. Ballianos. It was found at a small place 
called Tsipichobon or Tzepikobon, about five hours from Bitolia 
(Monastir) in Pelagonia. The following statement concerning it is 
from the archbishop Benediktos of Pelagonia: ““H pappdpivos wAdé, 
év f 7d dmobev Wygiopa eyKexdpaxrat, ebpéOn TH 1862 owrnpiy era ev TiVL 
puxpa xwpiw rod Kata léprAere, TlerixoBov xadovpévw, td wevreg oikiv 
uddus cvykermevy, Kal revTe oXEddv Hpas TOv BurwAlwy daréxovtr. “Enreidy 8e 
é€ abrod Karadeixvutat, Ore pla modus THS €v Maxedovia TpurdAews, Aepptozos 
kadoupévy To méAat, exerto exel, vba Hy TAGE ebpeOy, dia rovTo eis duyvexy 
ty8atw peraxomicbeioa % pyOeioa TAGE mapa THs éuijs tareworytos KarereOy 
év rH tepd pytpoToAe” MWedayovias.” 

17 Bitolia (Monastir), 125 miles northwest from Thessalonica, twelve miles distant 
from Tzepikobon. 
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It was first published on the basis of the copy of Ballianos by 
Koumanoudes in the ’"Edypepis tv BAopalav, No. 536, September 4 
(O. S.), 1864. Subsequent transcribers state, however, that this copy 
was very imperfect. On the basis of a copy furnished by the arch- 
bishop of Pelagonia, Dr. Déthier published a text and discussion of it 
in the Proceedings of the Constantinople Syllogos for 1865. The article 
is entitled Tepi ris roAews Kat rod eOvovs Aeppidrwv, and may be found 
in rop. A. (title page 1871) of Tod éy Kwvoravrwovrdde “EXAniiKod 
Pir0AoyiKod YvAAcyou ta wepiowHevra, pp. 8g-104. It was printed, 
Dimitsas says, by Hahn in his Reese durch die Gebirge des Drin und 
Wardar, 1867. In 1870 the Greek archeologist, G. G. Pappadopoulos, 
prepared a report on it, which was read before the Greek Syllogos of 
Constantinople June 20, 1870, and-subsequently twice published; in 
Ilavdwpa, pvAd. 489 (589 ?), August, 1870; and in Tod év Kwvoravrwovrdve 
"EAAnviKod Biroroytxod SvdAdAdyou 7a mwepiowHevra, Touos E., 1872, pp. 1-5, 
"Emtypadal év IleXayovia ovAAcyeioat. The inscription was still again 
published by Dimitsas in the Athenian journal Ilavdwpa, September 
15, 1871 (pvAd. 516). 

Meantime the inscription had been brought to the attention of 
English-speaking scholars by Mr. G. C. Curtis, who in 1869 dis- 
covered it at Monastir (Bitolia). From the transcription of it by Mr. 
Curtis it was edited by Mr. E. L. Hicks, and published in 1869 in 
Tozer’s Highlands of Turkey, Vol. II, Appendix B. Neither Curtis, 
Hicks, nor Tozer apparently knew of its previous publication. In his 
article entitled ‘Emiypadai év Maxedovia ovAAecyeioa, in E. ®. &., wapdprnua 
tov IZ rouov (1886), pp. 153-68, Mr. Curtis mentions this inscription 
(under No. XXI), and records his readings of certain disputed words. 
In his recent volume, MAKEAONIA, Dimitsas has again published 
it with an extended discussion of the text and its meaning. He claims 
to be the real discoverer and preserver of the inscription: ‘‘IIp@ros 
dvaxaAwas TAUTHV Kal aLTLOS THS TWTYpias aiTHS dtd Tpopavodls KaTaoTpodys 
yevouevos, TeXevtatos dnuooievca airyv év ty Ilavdwpa . . . . éx mororépov 
Kai axpiBeorépov avtiypadov, arodexviovTos GTi at é& GAAwv avtiypaduy yeve- 
pevot éxddoas Hoav év rodXdots TAnpmedcts’’ (p. 294). Cf. Heuzey, p. 314. 

The text which we give above is that of Pappadopoulos, which is 
nearly identical with that of Dimitsas. To it are, however, added the 
variants of Déthier (D), Hicks (H), Curtis (C), and Dimitsas (Dim.).” 

7%Mordtmann says: “The best copy is that of the archbishop, published by 
Déthier..... The name in the second line is to be read Ilapayévov roo ’ AXxalov. 


The name in the fifth line is to be read Batdpov Si:Alrrmov; Batdpos in the Macedonian 
dialect stands for ®atdpos.” 
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As respects the date of this inscription, the balance of evidence seems to 
be in favor of reading TMS, 7. ¢, 243. The reckoning is probably 
from the Achzan era, 146 B. C., in which case the inscription belongs 
to the year 97 A. D. This is the date assigned by Hicks. Duchesne, 
who refers to the. inscription (Archives, p. 299) but does not copy it, 
speaks of it as of the year 197 A. D., but this is apparently a misprint.” 


X. 
se ah anette Ne{t |xoAdov 


.. . . [Z]@irov tov vidv 
sb oe ig as moAtTapxovvTa 
la en 
. « » [t]porereutycarra vidv 


€ \ > a sQ7 
ee u é€auTyv ex Tov idiwv 


This inscription, like No. IX, isfrom Tsepikobon. It was behind 
the altar of a ruined church. We have no clue to its date. It was 
published by Pappadopoulos in the article referred to above (E. ®. 3%. 
top. A, pp. 1-5), where it is inscription 7, and by Mr. Curtis in his 
article (E. ®. 3. apap. trou. 1Z, pp. 153-68), where it is numbered 
XX XV, and is No. 260 in Dimitsas (p. 304). 


XI. 


mpo vy KaAAavddv ‘lovviwy dao Avppaxiov 
TlatAos KatAidios Ppdvrwv ayopavouyoas, mperBevoas eis AeAqots éxi 
‘\ , > , 2 ‘ w“~ l4 > ‘4 b) , “A 
Tov I1vGov, dpyvpuov éidovs Ty woXu eis weitov dyopaciav, o¢irov 
év ordver TapaTwAjoas, yupvaciupxyoas, x Tov idiwy eiKovov 
dvabecews Kal avdpidvtwy a£iw6eis td Tov BovAevTypiov da 
Sdyparos Tapievwv Kal ToALTAapX@v, yupvacvapxyjoas arrodede- 
4 ‘ on , ‘ A A ” ‘ eX 
u(y)mEvos Kat THS TOAEWwS Kat TOU AvyKyoTav EOvous Kal vids 
4 \ 4 N , E eaees 2 a 2Q7 
moAews O10. Soypatrwv THY oTHANV aveOynkev éx Tov idiwv 


79 Repeated by MOMMSEN, Provinces of the Roman Empire, E. T., Vol. I, p. 325. 
There are apparently two other errors in Duchesne’s reference to this inscription. He 
speaks of it as containing the phrase rept Adééavdpov, a reading not sustained by any 
of the copyists. His note on its previous publication reads: “ Publié dans le journal 
athénien Ilavddpa, numéros d’aotit 1870 et du 15 septembre 1864. Cf le ZvAdoyos 
de Constantinople, 1871, p. 89.” But the note attached to Déthier’s article (E. ©. Z., p. 
89), reads: “‘H érvypagyy aurn ednuocietOn Td rpGrov, huaprnuevy Suws cal aredhs, TY 
4 7Bplov 1864 év Te dp. 536 THs épnuepldos TSv Pidopaddv vrd Z. Kovyavotdy. Tlepi 
ralrns dé cat &A\\wy paxedomxev éervypapav lilav mpayyatrelavy amwéoredev Oo x. T, 
Ilawmadérovdos TH 20 dovvlov 1870 TE DvANyy, Fris kal SnuocteVOn dxodovdws Sia THs 
Tlavdwpas (pvAr. 489. Adyotorov 1.1870). Zu. Z.E.’? Duchesne probably had in 
mind the article of Dimitsas published in IHavédmpa September 15, 1871. 
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We are indebted for our knowledge of inscription XI in the first 
instance to a correspondent of the Athenian newspaper Iladyyevecia, 
in which it was published March 11, 1894. He writes from Bitolia 
(Monastir), where it will be remembered Mr. Curtis saw our inscrip- 
tion IX, and states that the stone was found in a vineyard near the 
“‘Macedonian Oktolophos of Lynkestis.’”’ Dimitsas, who copies the 
inscription and comments upon it (pp. 270 ff., inscr. 248), suspects that 
this is an error, and that it came, not from Oktolophos, which he says 
is northwest of Bitolia(in that case not in the bounds at least of ancient 
Lynkestis as commonly laid down), but from Herakleia, which lies 
to the south of Bitolia in Lynkestis. At Herakleia monuments of 
antiquity have been found before, e. g., a bust of A¢schines, but hitherto 
nothing at Oktolophos. The inscription itself indicates in any case that 
it belongs to a city of Lynkestis, and that in this district as in Pelago- 
nia the office of politarch existed in ancient times. If the first line was 
written at the same time as the rest of the inscription, it must belong 
to the Roman period, but it seems doubtful whether this is the case. 
The dao Avppaxiov is quite unintelligible. The date of the inscription 
cannot apparently be determined with the data now available. 

The text printed above is taken from Dimitsas. Dr. Mordtmann 
suggests the following emendations: “In line 2 read IladAos Kat xia |.0s 
Ppdvrwy [??]. In Il. 4 and 5, yupvacupxyoas éx ray idiwy, eixévwv dava- 
Géoecr (instead of dvabcews !) Kai dvdpiavtwv afiwbeis id Tod BovAevTypior, 
etc.” 

XII. 

"ExxAyoidoato ... . 
"Exdpxov “AXe~dvdpov tot Aewvidou 
Kal TOAA@Y . . . . TOAELTOY UT 
ToY érapyiKOy éeAatvovTat 

5 THS TOV Onpooiwy Torwy 
XPHTEwS OVK apKoUpPEVwY 
atTav .. . . €TEepLnoavTo 
TOAAG Kal éxel Wevoapevor 
GANG Kat TepriBarrAopmevwv 

IO aAXas éavTois KaToxyas 

év xwpious trép av ot diaxa- 
TEXOVTES GUTA TpOTEpoV 
édocav yxeipas aduotape- 
VOL GUT@Y Kal TApAXWwpOUVTES 


I5 atta TH woditeia vov 8€ of 
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SuvaTwrepor THY ErapXLKOV 
> 4 ‘N , N 
éxBiaLovrar Tous TevyTas Kat 
> 2 Aa a > EN > 
aura Te éxeiva a ovK éfov ai- 
a] a 4 
tots BovAovTat Kat exe 
20 Kal TpoweuTovovcL THY apyai- 
av YHV Xapakiopov TE Kal vo- 
~ 3 4 \ 93 A 
Ps amroKAEiovet Kal adatpovr- 
N 4 N , 
Tat TOUS ToAciTas Kal d10- 
mM” “A 4, 
dw oge TO Te ToAELTAPYY 
25 Kal Tots 7roAEiTaLs Spoyvwpovov- 
ou mova Kata THY Tertiavod Sdiata- 
ad 
Ew rovs érapyixovs a ériunoav- 
, > N N ‘\ 
To karexev eis 5€ Ta AOA pyde- 
\N 32f Aa 2 a A 2 aA 
vi e£elvar érapyiK@ 7) éuTrovely 
A 
30 % dyopalav  Karéxeww p.yde ddy- 
N » » , Xr , A , 
pa Twt Sddvac moAuTEias  xpHCe- 
ws TOV Sypooiwy povors S€ avel- 
oOo. THY yHV Tols amroTEeTiLYpE- 
3 A 
vous ‘Opéorrous éripeAciobar Sé 
> 
35 Tovrwy Tov KaT Eros yeLvomevov 
9 a a 
TOAELTAPXNV WOTE eTLVa . . . - THY ToAETOY Kal 
éxBadAew kal KwAvEV TOUS... . 
we ee BY ArroreTEyNnevny yHV 
4 2N\ N ”“ 
BuaLopévors éay O€ TH... . 
4 N 
40 .... worardpxyn Kai doypa- .... 
. . . « Onpoowa, Tovrov azro- 
Sodvas eis 8(p)ioxoy Syvapia rev- 
Takicxidta Kat GAda TH ToAL- 
Tein TEVTAKLTXELALA 5 ws. 
“~ N 4 ” 
45 TOvTO TO Soypa E- 
doge ro SiérovTe THY érap- 
4 
e 
xlav “Iovviw Povdivy da 


TOV mperBevTOY TOU 


‘ , ‘\ 
.. .. kat Ataypov kal 
a a 
50 Kal a €kelvos avTo- 
KUpws . . . . Kal orndoypad- 
. . . BAmr . .. . 
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This very interesting inscription, in which the name zod:rapyns 
occurs three times, was first published by Philip Sakellarios in the 
Archaeologische Zettung, 1880, pp. 159-61. It is transcribed by 
Dimitsas, pp. 236 ff., No. 217. It was found in the region of 
Idranitzi and pertains, as the inscription itself shows, to a city 
(woAus Or modrreia.) belonging to Orestis, a district now known as 
the ézapxia Kaoropias, lying among the mountains a hundred miles 
west of Thessalonica. Sakellarios assigns it, on the basis of the men- 
tion of Junius Rufinus as the prefect in charge of the province, to the 
reign of Hadrian. The portion of the inscription which we have does 
not contain the name of the city to which it belonged, nor does our 
knowledge of the cities of that little-known region enable us to supply 
it. The political organization reflected in the inscription is somewhat 
peculiar. The decree itself is passed by the woAetrac and zoArrapyys, 
who are “of one mind.” It is directed against the oppressions of the 
émapxixot, who, though apparently not officials, seem to have some 
relation to the éwapyos, Alexander the son of Leonidas (1. 2). The 
latter, however, is not the governor of Macedonia. This was Junius 
Rufinus (1. 47). Apparently, therefore, there is a threefold govern- 
ment—that of the wodrreia, with the wodirdpyns (ll. 24, 36, 40) at its 
head, a jurisdiction of some sort having an érapxos over it, but having 
no authority over the wod:reia, and the regular provincial administra- 
tion of which Junius Rufinus was at this time the dvérwv ryv érapyiav. 
The inscription adds Orestis also to the districts of Lynkestis and 
Pelagonia to the north of it, in which this office existed. This is 
the only instance in which we learn of a city in Macedonia having one 
politarch. 


XIII. 


Ajpos “Apdurodiral v | 

[| vato |v Aof pt |rcov Tvaio[ v | 
[vid |]v AivoBapBov rév evep- 

yéeTyv’ ToAETapxovvTwv 

[tA Joxparous rod PiAoKparovs 
[“E]mixpdrovs rod Sepo[ wAL Jou (?) 
[Ge]oda rod. . . . 

“Eppoirov [7 lod “ApmaAov 
[Sapartwvos rod Sapa- 


TT Lwvos 


This inscription was found at the Byzantine tower of St. George, 
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situated on the right bank of the Strymon, on the site of ancient 
Amphipolis, to which city also the inscription pertains. It was first 
published by Paul Perdrizet in the Bulletin de correspondance hellé- 
nique, Athens, 1894, p. 419, and is copied by Dimitsas, p. 713, inscr. 
886. It is believed by Perdrizet and Dimitsas to belong to the latter 
years of the Roman republic. Perdrizet says: ‘Un Cn. Domitius 
Cn. f. Aénobarbus fut légat en Macédoine l’an 585 de Rome (Tit. Liv. 
XLIV. 18), mais le caractére de l’écriture ne permet pas de |’identifier 
avec l’évergéte honoré par les Amphipolitains; l’inscription semble en 
effet de la fin de la République.” It is to be observed that it carries 
the evidence of the existence of this office to the east of Thessalonica, 
as those previously examined have carried it north and west. The 
number of the politarchs is the same as in Thessalonica in the days 
of Augustus. 


XIV. 
Air loxparop: Kaicape 


SeBa lord Qiecraciave 
e€ , 
n TOALs 
a, 
moduta |pyovvTwy 
? tov | “Eppoyevous 
. tov TenedAov 


The above inscription is taken from Duchesne, Archives, p. 294. It 
is a fragment found at Trimiklava. It cannot, of course, be cited as 
evidence of the use of the word zodtrapxéw, since the letters essential 
to prove the occurrence of the word are conjecturally supplied. Yet 
it is interesting enough to justify its insertion. Duchesne says: 
“Je supplée wodirapxovvrwv, mais on pourrait aussi admettre yupvaciap- 
xowrwv.”” The name of the city is missing in the third line, and 
there is no means of knowing certainly to what place it pertained. 
It is printed by Dimitsas as No. 683 (p. 576). 


XV. 


‘ 4 > “A 

ow maon [émloxevy 
roXETapxys Kal 6 vids avrov Tiros PAaovios Movravo 
s [ex trav id ov 


This inscription is from a collection made by M. Dumont on a jour- 
ney in Thrace in 1868, and published by him in the Archives des mis- 
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stons sc. et litt., Series III, Vol. III, pp. 117-200, under the title 
“Inscriptions et monuments figurés de la Thrace.’”’ It is No. 41 in 
the collection, p. 131. It was found at Philippopolis, in the house of 
one Tsoukalas. There seems to be no more certain clue to the date 
than that afforded by the name Titus Flavius Montanus, suggesting 
the period of the Flavian emperors. The most interesting fact about 
this inscription is that it shows the existence of the office of politarch 
outside of Macedonia. 


XVI. 


. apxnyv KA... 
[. . . ty]s Aapmporal trys 
pntporor jews Brrx7- 

[wovrdAews adleApov T. . . 
[. . . r]od cvyKrr[ reKo8 | 
TO KUVNYOV 
[xo]u[ov 7] Aa 
perpotarn puny... . 
[é|reunoev 

éripedov| wevov AckA[ riddov tod] Mevédpovos. 


This inscription, like the preceding, is from Philippopolis and 
was published (except the last four words) by Dumont in the same 
article with it (No. 42). Mordtmann refers to it on p. 298 of his article, 
“Mélanges d’épigraphie,” in Revue archéologigue, 1878, II, adding the 
last four words. It appears in Homolle’s edition of Dumont, Mélanges 
@’archéologte et ad’ épigraphie, Paris, 1892, p. 335 (No. 42). The word 
wokurdpxns is found only by restoration of the letters wodr at the 
beginning, which I understand Mordtmann to suggest, and which is 
not improbably correct. 


XVII. 


"Erovus ai éri avroxparopos Nepova Tpa- 

avod Kaivapos S¢Bacrov Teppavixod 

Aakikod, orpatyyowvtwv THs ToAEws 
Swouxréovs Aayrr€ws, I. “TovAlov Kiavod, 

Tt. KAavdiov KArjpevros, AaiAéous Swxpdrov, 
Mooxiwvos Moc yxiwvos, ypapparevovros Sw- 
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KpaTovs YwKparovs, yupvacwupxovens THs 

8 
ToAEws, epyBapxovvTos SworxAcouvs Aayr€ 
ws, TOD mp[ w |rov apxovTos, woAETApxov, Lepews 
e , , \ 93 4 
HpakdXeovs, yupvac(s)apxov Kai dyopavduou, 
€ 5 “a , ¢ ao 
broyupvacvapxouvros Zwidov Eppoddpov, 
KOO NTEVOVTOS Ziuwvos Mpagwvos, Ta- 
pueuTiK@v mpa(k)twp Tedbeos Zwidov Tov 


“ , “ 
reAXapava aveotycev Tov épyBov. 


This inscription, published by G. Radet in the Bulletin de correspon- 
dance hellénique for 1891, pp. 481 ff., was communicated to him by 
Leopold Lucovich, of Ghemlek, which is believed to occupy the site 
of the ancient Kios in Bithynia (note the proper adjective Kiavod in 
line 4). The inscription is dated for the eleventh year of Trajan, which 
is 109 A. D. In Bithynia, therefore, as well as in Macedonia and 
Thrace, the office of politarch existed in the period of the empire. 


XVIII. 


'Ayaby Tiyyn. BacAevovros Bacréw[s]| TiBepio[v] "IovAiov Tetpdvov, dido- 
kaicapos Kat pt[Ao]pwpatov, edoeBods, Oeois érovpav[ié]ous, Act Swrhpe xat 
"Hpa Swretpa [d]z[ep| Bacréws Tepdvov veixys kat aiwvias Siapovis kat 
[A] idias Baorio[o]ys avéorycay tov reAapdva [of dp: lororvdctrat Tots idious 
Geois kal edepyérais teparevovros Tov A Xop[dp]|vov Adpodeciov, mplv Aoxa-you, 
Kat of Aourol dpiatomuAciras Mevéorparos .... o . ppri[ov] émi ris Baor 
elas Kal ért Oeod[oa|i[as], Bdrvvys SaxAr€ws xethudpyxys Kai émi trav “Acroup- 
yidvov, Pavys ’Ayab[od] dpxrypapparevs, Xapirwv Neuxnpdpov oxayds, 
Diravots Oeay[y]|éAov piv worl e|rapxys, Actwday Aadpida roreardpyys [6 
vjiss Meveorparov, “Epws ‘Padapdoews mpiv émi trav doyov, [WV ]vxapiwv 
[S]o[Blov émt trav Aoyov, VY[vxa |piwy “Hpaxd[ et |Sa, 


This inscription, pertaining to Panticapzeum (now called Kertch), in 
the kingdom of the Bosporus, was published by Boeckh in the Archaeo- 
logische Zeitung, 1847, p. 60; by Aschik in his Regnum Bosporanum 
(in the Russian language), 1848, Vol. I, p. 109, inscr. 40; by LeBas, 
Voyage, etc., Partie III, Section VIII, No. 1576; by Stephani, in the 
Antiquités du Bosphore cimmérien, conservées au Musée Impérial de 
l’Ermitage, Tome deuxiéme, St.Petersbourg, 1854, inscription XVIII; 
and independently by Latyschev, Jzscripttones Regni Bosporant, St. 
Petersburg, 1890, p. 25, inscr. 29. The stone on which it is inscribed 
is described as ‘Grand piédestal en marbre blanc, trouvé 4 Kertch en 
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1843, orné d’inscriptions de trois cétés” (Stephani). It is now in 
the Imperial Museum at St. Petersburg, whither it was removed in 
1843. 

According to the statement of the inscription itself, the monu- 
ment was erected to Jupiter Soter and Juno Soteira in honor of 
King Tiberius Julius Teiranes, who is shown by coins to have 


reigned from 276 A. D. to 279,” and of his queen A¢lia, otherwise 
unknown. 


XIX. 


Ilevryxov[t]a rpidv éréwy xixdov [é§ Javicavra. 
a2 _\ e Na , 9 9 75 
airos 6 mavoapatwp ypracev eis adnv 
@ xOav appodavys, otov deuas augdixadvaris 
"ABBali lov yuxys Tod paKxapirtotdrov 
> > / ” \ 3_N / > \ \N 3 “ 
OUK ayepacTos edu yap ava mroAw adAGQ Kat apyn 
5 , 20 aA 93 , % 9 , 
Tmavoniw eOvKn éeotpeder’ ev copia 
Siocav yap Te TOTwY TOATAPX@V adTos éTEipa, 
N 8 a da / 2 4 / 
Tv Siunepn Samavyv eLavioas yxadpiow 
4 be 3 4 > ¢ / \ 3 4 
mavta, 8€ go, érénrx’ Goa To, Pxy, Tpiv éxpvP[7|s 
N 4 > 6a u[ & , ] 2 a 
Kat Téxvwv ayabav aif ~dvov] év yeven. 
GAA ov, & rapodeira, idwv ayafod Tadov avdpées, 
tlov[ Sle xarevpypay [rota ppdoas daOu° 
6 / ” 2 \ > \ 9g f 99 
yatav éxos eAadpay eis Tov aravTa yxpovov. 


This inscription is given by Kaibel, Ap~igrammata Greca ex Lapt- 
dibus Conlecta, Berlin, 1878, under No. 430. He derived it from Miller, 
Revue archéologique, 1874 (1), p. 150. The text is printed as amended 
by Kaibel. It is assigned by him to the third or fourth century 
(A. D.). The word zodrapxov in line 7 is cited by Liddell and Scott 
under zodtapxys, who evidently, therefore, regard it as a genitive 
plural. But it is far more probable that it is a nominative sing- 
ular of the present participle of the verb woAvrapyéw; and that the 
line should be read, not “He himself was honored by politarchs 
of two cities,’ but ‘He was himself honored in being politarch 
of two cities.” In the statistics that follow I treat this form as a 
participle. 

To this list of inscriptions which we are able to reproduce more or 
less fully, we may add on the authority of Déthier (E. ®. 3., roy. A, 
p- 95) that the island of Paros had politarchs. He says: ‘“Karwrépw 


20 See LATYSCHEV, pp. lii, lili. 
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OédAopev idel Ste Kal f vaoos Idpos elyev éxions woAttapyovs.”’ But this 
promise is not fulfilled in the article in which it is made, nor have I 
been able to discover its fulfilment elsewhere.” 


The result of our examination of these inscriptions may be 
summed up as follows: 


1. There are in all seventeen known inscriptions which attest 
the existence of the office of politarch in ancient cities, to which 
two more may be added if we accept somewhat probable 
restorations of them. 

2. Of these nineteen passages, eleven contain the verb 7ronX- 
Tapxew (or TodeTapyéw), always in the present participle and, with 
three exceptions, in the genitive plural, 7roAs(er)tapyouvrwyv. Seven 
inscriptions contain the noun, four of them having one instance 
each, two of them two instances each, and one of them three 
instances, making eleven in all. There is no sufficient clue for 
determining whether V contained a noun ora verb. Of the eleven 
instances of the noun, three are in the nom. sing., one in the 
gen. sing., two in the dat. sing., two in the acc. sing., one in the 
nom. plur., and two in the gen. plur. These forms are such as to 
leave no doubt that the noun was of the first declension, as is 
clearly indicated by the nom. sing. (XV), dat. sing. (XII), acc. 
sing. (XII, XVI), nom. plur. (VIII). While the gen. plur. in 
IX might, of course, be from mod itapyos, the same form evidently 
is of the first declension in VII, and there is no reason to assume 
that it is different in IX. The only really doubtful form is 
qmoreTapyov in XVII, the only inscription from Asia Minor. 
The presumption, however, is that jTokTapyns rather than 
moNitapxos was used in Bithynia, as in Thrace and the Regnum 
Bosporanum. | 

3. There is, as was to be expected, itacistic variation between 
e. and ein the second syllable of both noun and verb. Appar- 
ently the verb is spelled with e four times and with ¢ seven 

21 My colleague, Dr. W. Muss-Arnolt, has called my attention to the fact that in an 
inscription of Lebadea in Beeotia, given by Boeckh, C. 7. G., Vol. I, inscr. 1571, the 
word mroXerrdpxov occurs in line 12, according to Boeckh’s emendation. But Ditten- 


berger, /uscriptiones Grece (p. 544, inscr. 3054), reads woAeudpxou, which is doubtless 
correct. 
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times; the noun with e in four inscriptions and with ¢ in two. 
Three forms cannot be assigned. 

4. As to geographical distribution, Nos. I, II, III, IV, V 
belong without much doubt to Thessalonica. No. VI is now in 
Thessalonica, but in all probability came originally from some 
point outside the city. Not improbably it refers to the politarchs 
of Pella. Nos. VII, VIII, IX, X, XI, XII, XIII, XIV are cer- 
tainly from Macedonian cities other than Thessalonica; three 
of them contain the name of the city to which they belonged, 
and two of them that of the district. We have thirteen Mace- 
donian inscriptions, five of which pertain to Thessalonica. 
Beside these thirteen, No. XIV, in which the word 7rodtapyovrTwoy 
is present only by restoration, was also found in Macedonia. 
Nos. XV and XVI are from Philippopolis in Thrace, No. XVII 
from Bithynia in Asia Minor, No. XVIII from the kingdom of 
the Bosporus, and No. XIX from Egypt. From Greece proper 
none have apparently been discovered, and there is no reason 
to believe that the office existed south of Macedonia (Perdrizet, 
op. cit.). 

5. As respects date, it will be convenient to speak of those 
from each place separately. Of the inscriptions that pertain to 
Thessalonica one (II) is, by its own statement, from the reign 
of Augustus; one (III) belongs to the year 143 A. D.; No. V 
cannot be dated at all; and Nos. I and IV contain no statement 
of their time; but if the argument presented in this article is 
correct, I is later than 30 B. C.,and may be as late as 143 
A. D., or even later, and IV is not later than 143 A. D., and may 
be we know not how early. Of the other Macedonian inscrip- 
tions, No. VI, which is perhaps from Pella, has a date corre- 
sponding to the year 46 A.D.; No. VII, from Lete, belongs to 
the year 117 B.C.; No. VIII, from Edessa, is assigned by 
Duchesne, though on a conjectural emendation of the text, to 
231 A. D.; No. IX, which came from Derriopus, apparently 
belongs to the year 97 A. D. The dates of Nos. X, XIV, and 
XVI cannot be determined ; nor can definite dates be assigned for 
XI, XII, and XIII. No. XV, from Philippopolis, is apparently 
from the latter part of the first century. No. XVII, from Kios in 
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Bithynia, is dated 109 A. D. The Crimean inscription, XVIII, is 
from the last part of the third century A. D., and the one from 
Egypt, XIX, is assigned by Kaibel, on palezographic grounds, to 
the third or fourth century. 

It thus appears that we have definite monumental evidence 
that Thessalonica had politarchs from the reign of Augustus to 
that of Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius, or, in round num- 
bers, from the beginning of the first century to the middle of 
the second; we know of the office as existing in at least three 
other cities of Macedonia—Amphipolis, Lete, and Derriopus, to 
which may probably be added Pella, Edessa, and three unnamed 
cities in Pelagonia, Lynkestis, and Orestis. The oldest that is 
definitely dated is from 117 B. C., though one or two inscrip- 
tions are quite possibly older than this. The latest is probably 
from the third century A. D. Outside Macedonia we find the 
office in existence in Thrace in the first (?) Christian century, 
in Bithynia at the beginning of the second century, in the 
Regnum Bosporanum in the third century A. D., and held (we 
know not where) by one who died in Egypt probably in the third 
or fourth century A. D. 

6. As respects the number of politarchs in any city, Thessa- 
lonica had five in the reign of Augustus and six in that of 
Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius. It is probably safe to 
assume that it had either five or six in the New Testament 
period. Of the other Macedonian cities, Amphipolis had five, 
and, if inscription VI is from Pella, that city had two. The 
inscriptions from Edessa and Derriopus give no information of 
the number, except that the officers are always spoken of in the 
plural. In the case of Edessa and Derriopus the phrase ot 
mept . . . ov is used, which, if it means, as Mr. Hicks suggests, 
the colleagues of , seems to show that the politarchs 
were not less than three in number. Apparently, therefore, 
in all these cities there was a plurality of politarchs. The 
inscription from Orestis, on the other hand, speaks of but one, 
and implies that the office was singular (cf also X), while that 
from Lynkestis, though using the participle in the singular, 
gives no decisive indication whether in the city to which it per- 
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tained the office was held by one or more persons. Of the non- 
Macedonian inscriptions all are similarly indecisive except XVII, 
which seems clearly to indicate the existence of one politarch in 
Kios. Here, however, there is also a mp@ros apyov, which implies 
that the politarch in Bithynia occupied a different position 
from that of the Macedonian politarch. 

As respects the further information contained in these 
inscriptions concerning the political organization of Macedonian 
cities, I cannot do better than to reproduce the statements of 
Duchesne and Perdrizet, which require modification only by 
the elimination of the inference that Thessalonica had two 
politarchs in 46 A. D., which is based on the erroneous assign- 
ment of the inscription of that year to Thessalonica, and of the 
implication or assertion that Macedonian cities always had a 
plurality of politarchs, which is rendered doubtful, if not actually 
disproved, by inscriptions X and XII. Duchesne and Perdrizet 
differ slightly, it will be observed, respecting the date at which 
the office first came into existence: 

‘‘Jusque-la sa constitution nous apparait composée des élé- 
ments suivants: 1° une assemblée populaire (6jmos); 2° un con- 
seil (SovdAn), chargé sans doute, comme celui de Lété, de pré- 
parer les lois et décrets pour l’assemblée du peuple (poforev- 
evar); 3° un collége de magistrats appelés politarques (oAu- 
Tapyat), chargés de l’administration; leur nombre varie: on en 
trouve six dans l’inscription de la porte du Vardar et dans celle 
des jeux de gladiateurs qui semblent étre, l’une comme |’autre, 
de l’€époque Antonine; celle de M. Vidal Lablache n’en men- 
tionne que deux, la notre [ No. III] cing; 4° un trésorier de la 
ville (taplas Tis modews ). 

“Cette constitution n’est pas particuliére 4 Thessalonique ; 
nous en retrouvons les éléments dans plusieurs autres villes de 
Macédoine, et il est a croire que de nouvelles découvertes per- 
mettront d’affirmer qu’elle était en vigeur dans toute la province. 
A Derriopos, il y a un conseil et des politarques. A Edesse, 
dont le conseil était connu depuis long temps, on vient de 
retrouver une inscription qui mentionne des politarques [our 
No. VIII]. Enfin, la stéle de Lété . . . . contient un décret 
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de cette ville, proposé a l’assemblée du peuple par les politarques, 
aprés délibération du conseil; le trésorier de la ville y figure 
aussi. Les textes qui mentionnaient des politarques étaient tous 
de l’époque impériale; le décret de Lété étant daté de l’an 117 
avant notre ére, il faudra faire remonter cette organisation des 
cités macédoniennes au moins a la réduction de la Macédoine en 
province romaine. Rien ne prouve méme qu’elle ne soit pas 
plus ancienne.”’ (Duchesne, of. cit., p. 211.) 

‘‘Les documents épigraphiques aménent a croire que les cités 
de Macédoine étaient organisées de méme; et cette organisa- 
tion commune est caractérisée par l’existence dans chaque ville 
d’un collége de politarques. 

‘‘La question est encore pendante de savoir si les politarques 
sont d’institution trés ancienne .... I] faut avouer que pour 
ce qui est du moins de la constitution des villes avant l’époque 
romaine, nous ne savons absolument rien. Ce qui est stir c’est 
qu’on ne trouve point de politarques dans la Gréce propre. .... 
Encore doit-on dire que ni a Philippopolis, ni a Kios, ni a Panti- 
capée il ne semble y avoir en plus d’un politarque a la fois, tandis 
qu’en Macédoine les politarques forment toujours des colléges. 

“Tl est difficile de croire que l’uniformité des constitutions 
macédoniennes ne soit pas l’ceuvre d’une méme volonté, l’effet 
d’un méme dessein. Si cette opinion est vraie, il ne semble 
pas qu’on puisse beaucoup hésiter sur l’€poque a laquelle il con- 
vient de rapporter l’organisation municipale de la Macédoine: 
sans doute, c’est l’année 168, ot Paul-Emile promulgua son 
fameuse édit.” (Perdrizet, of. cit., pp. 421, 422.) 
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INCIDENTS IN THE INCEPTION OF THE OLD CATHOLIC 
MOVEMENT. 


From the beginning of December, 1856, to the autumn of 1862 I 
was resident with my family in the city of Munich, Bavaria, and wit- 
nessed some exciting occurrences there, an account of which may be 
of interest to the readers of Professor Beyschlag’s article on “The Old 
Catholic Movement,” pp. 481-526 of this number of the AMERICAN 
JouRNAL oF THEOLOGY. It may have been little known beyond the 
city of Munich how Dr. Ddéllinger came to deliver the discourses 
which began his breach with the papacy. 

Munich was doubtless the most conservative of the larger cities of 
Germany. The people were all Roman Catholics, except one Lutheran 
church, and it seems to have been the determination of the leaders of 
society there that the spirit of social progress which was fermenting 
everywhere else should have no admission into that city. But the 


